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F24. Minos: F241: M. Isnardi, “Una nota al 
Minosse_ pseudo-platonico,” PP 9 (1954) 45-53: 
written by member of early Academy, soon after 
Plato. 


F25. Parmenides (cf. also G, H, I, J): F25C: 
G. Colli, I! Parmenide platonico (1950): a search- 
ing investigation, with textual and lexicographical 
notes. — G. Huber, Platons dialektische Ideenlehre 
nach dem zweiten Teil des Parmenides,* Diss. Basel 
(1951): H. sympathizes with the ontological in- 
terpretation of the Neo-Platonists. 


F251: M. Beck, “Plato’s Problem in the Par- 
menides,’ JHI 8 (1947) 232-236. — A. H. Chroust, 
“The Problem of Plato's Parmenides,’ The New 
Scholasticism 21 (1947) 371-418: a thorough an- 
alysis. — E. Gilson, L’étre et l’essence (1948): 
like many of G.’s books, this contains much about 
Pl; ch. 1 deals with the Pa; (p). — H Grenet 
1948, appendix; against Rodier’s interpretation. — 
J. R. Sepich, “Notas historico-exegeticas sobre el 
Parmenides de Platon,’ REC 3 (1948) 17-151: a 
comprehensive introduction, with diagrams. — G. 
E. Barie, “L’esigenza dell’ unita da Talete a Platone,” 
Acme 2 (1949) 25-86: the problem of the One. — W. 
Klemm, Platos Ideenkritik und die Neuformung der 
Idee in seinem Dialog Parmenides, Diss. Gottingen 
(1949): (m). — J2 Reidemeister 1949, ch. 3*: 
an interpretation of the second part of the Pa. — 
P. Stanley, “Fantasy on a Theme by Plato,” JPh 46 
(1949) 644-651: on Jowert’s tr. of Pa. 148. — 
L. Lugarini, “L’unita dell’ idea nel Parmenide,’* 
Acme 4 (1951) 347-439. — F. G. Cordero, “El 
Dialogo Parmenides dentro de la sistematizacion 
filosofica de Platon,” Helmantica 3 (1952) 305-317: 
the Sophist corrects the Pa. 


R. Klibansky - C. Labowsky, ed. tr. intr., Plato 
Latinus III: Parmenides usque ad finem primae 
hypothesis nec non Procli commentarium in Parm. 
pars ultima interpr. G. de Moerbeke* (1953): the 
first complete publication of Pr.’s commentary; 
(rev): H. Langerbeck, Gnomon 27 (1955) 101- 
106. — I Robinson 1953: the 2nd part of the Pa. 
is merely an exercise in logic; for a similar con- 
clusion, cf. G1 Ross 1951. — A. L. Peck, “Plato's 
Parmenides: Some Suggestions for its Interpreta- 
tion,” CQ 3 (1953) 126-150; 4 (1954) 31-45: 
uses the Sophist (cf. F321 Peck 1952) to contend 
that Parmenides’ arguments are purely verbal, and — 
meant to be so by Pl. — Chung-Hwan Chen, Ueber 
Platos Dialog Parmenides (Formosa 1954; pp. 24).8 
— L. Lugarini, “L’argomento del terzo uomo e la 
critica di Aristotele a Platone,” Acme 7 (1954) 
3-72. — Gl Hamlyn 1955. — R. Schaerer, “La 
structure des dialogues métaphysiques,’ Rev. Intern. 
Philos. 9 (1955) 197-220: an illuminating diagram. 


G. Vlastos, “The Third Man Argument in the 
Parmenides,’* PhR 63 (1954) 319-349: an analysis, 
by means of logical symbols, of the theory of Forms 
as discussed in the Pa.; upshot: Pl. had come to 
feel uncomfortable about certain aspects of his 
theory, but was unable to detect the exact source 
of his troubles; (d). (Most of the remaining items 
under F251 were inspired by this article.) — W. 
Sellars, “Vlastos and the Third Man,”* PhR 64 
(1955) 405-437: PIl’s theory of Forms does not 
necessarily involve self-predication; Vlastos confuses 
representative variable with representative name; 
(d). — M. Untersteiner, “L’essere di Parmenide é 


8. See this author’s “On the Parmenides of Plato,” CQ 
38 (1944) 101-114. 


Prof. Rosenmeyer’s article is the eighteenth in 
the CW series of surveys of recent work in the 
various fields of classical scholarship and teaching. 
See CW 50 (1956-57) 35, 65, 135, 159. 
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oulon, non hen,” RSF 10 (1955) 5-23: the Pa. 
used as evidence for Eleatic thought; unconvincing. 
— G. Vlastos, “Addenda to the Third Man Argu- 
ment: A Reply to Professor Sellars,” PhR 64 (1955) 
438-448: self-predication is part of Pl.’s metaphysics; 
Sellars’ attempt to remove all inconsistencies runs 
counter to the spirit of the Pa.. — R. S. Bluck, 
“The Parmenides and the Third Man,” CQ 6 (1956) 
29-37: Vlastos is mistaken to think that forms and 
phenomena differ in kind; Pl was fully aware of 
the nature of the defects in his earlier presentation 
of the theory of forms. — P. T. Geach, “The Third 
Man Again,” PAR 65 (1956) 72-82. — G. Vlastos, 
“Postscript to the Third Man: A Reply to Mr. 
Geach,” PAR 65 (1956) 83-94. — A. Capizzi, “L’uno 
e i molti nel pensiero di Platone,” Giorn. di Metaf. 
11 (1956) 86-120: a full discussion; (b). 


F26. Phaedo: F26E: A. Alvarez de Miranda, 
ed. intr. comm., Platon: Fedon (1948): Burnet'’s 
text, Spanish tr., copious notes, largely on grammat- 
ical matters. — F. Dirlmeier, ed. tr. comm., Phaidon 
(1949): independent text, German tr., essay and 
notes; very attractive. — F26C: B. H. Bai, Plato’s 
ascese in de Phaedo, Diss. Nijmegen (1950): in 
the PA, Pl. did not refuse all value to sensible data; 
(rev): E. de Strycker AC 22 (1953) 161-163, who 
accords high praise. — F26Tr: M. Meunier, tr. 
comm., Phédon, ou de l'immortalité de l’ime, 2nd 
rev. ed. (1952): commentary at bottom of page. — 
R. S. Bluck, tr. comm., Plato’s Phaedo (1955): a 
vigorous new attack on the problems of the Ph. — 
F26T: H. Klos and L. Minio-Paluello, “The text of 
the Phaedo in W and in Henricus Aristippus’ 
Translation,” CQ 43 (1949) 126-129: Ar.’s Greek 
ms. was related to W. 


F26I: C. F. Williger, “Il pais di Cebes nel Phaidon 
di Platone,” Giorn. di Metaf. 1 (1946) 103-113: 
on psychagogia; discussion: same journal 2 (1947) 
60-62, 262-264. — F. Bergenthal, “Der Gott, die 
Seele und der Tod: Versuch einer gestalterschliessen- 
den Auslegung des Phaedon,” Ph] 57 (1947) 267- 
291: (s). — J. Moreau, “L’argument ontologique 
dans le Phédon,” RPhilos 137 (1947) 320-343: 
requires the supplement of Phdr. 245C-246A. — 
P. Boyancé, “Xenocrate et les Orphiques,” REA 50 
(1948) 218-231: on the commentary of Olympio- 
dorus. — P. M. Schuhl, “Remarques sur la tech- 
nique de la répétition dans le Phédon,” REG 61 
(1948) 373-380: Plato learned from the rhetori- 
cians. — L. Minio-Paluello, “Il Fedone latino con 
note autografe del Petrarca,” RAL 4 (1949) 107- 
113: ms. Paris. lat. 6567 A, containing Aristippus’ 
tr. — D. Tarrant, “Phaedo 115D,” CR 63 (1949) 
44-45. 


S. Eitrem, “Varia cxi,” SO 28 (1950) 113-115: 
on Ph, 118A. — L. Minio-Paluello, ed., Plato Latinus 
Il: Phaedo, interprete Henrico Aritsippo: (rev): 
A. Mansion RPAL 49 (1951) 252-254. — J. V. 
Luce, “Plato, Phaedo 67C5,” CR 1 (1951) 66-67: 
no need to assume an Orphic model. — A. Witlox, 
“Adoleschai,” Hermeneus 22 (1951) 141: Ph. 70C 
and Eupolis, fr. 352. — P. M. Clark, “A Cock to 
Asclepius,” CR 2 (1952) 146: for the cure of the 
ailing Plato; cf. the protest of R. del Re, “Il gallo 
dovuto da Socrate ad Esculapio,” AGR 14-16 (1954) 
85-86, who upholds the allegorical interpretation. 
— M.D. C. Tait, “A Problem in the Method of 
Hypothesis in the Phaedo,” Studies Norwood 
(Toronto 1952) 110-115: on PA. 101D. — D. 
Tarrant, “Metaphors of death in the Phaedo,” CR 2 
(1952) 64-66. — G. E. Mueller, “The Unity of 
the Phaidon,” CJ 48 (1952-53) 129-139: musical 
structure. —- W. J. Verdenius, “Plato, Phaedo 66B,” 
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Mnemosyne 6 (1953) 92. — J. R. Buisman, “Die 
Geburtsstatte des Apriori” (in Dutch), Hermeneus 
25 (1954) 93-99: on Ph. 75A, against a purely 
logical interpretation; out of date. — W. F. Hicken, 
Phaedo 93A11-94B3,”" CQ 4 (1954) 16-22: on 
“attunement.” 


F27. Phaedrus: F27E: J. N. Theodorakopoulos, 
Phaidros (1948; pp. 466): text, tr. into modern 
Greek, scholia, commentary, and an introduction 
spanning pp. 1-293; (rev): S. Manginas, Ho 
Platonikos Phaidros kai he ekdosis tou I, Theodora- 
kopoulow (1948; pp. 37). — F27Tr: R. Hackforth, 
Plato's Phaedrus (1952): introd., tr. and comm., 
of the expected quality; (rev): J. L. Ackrill, Mind 
62 (1953) 277-279. — K. Hildebrandt, Platon, 
Phaidros (1953; pp. 228): a sensitive intr. (pp. 
9-78), German tr., and notes. — F27T: C. Diano, 
“Quod semper movetur aeternum est,” PP 2 (1947) 
189-192: on Ph. 245C; decides against pap. reading. 
— F4T Helmbold 1952: on PA. 254D4. — F. 
Scheidweiler, “Zum platonischen Phaidros,” Hermes 
83 (1955) 120-122: on Ph. 274D, 277D. — W. J. 
Verdenius, “Notes on Plato’s Phaedrus,” Mnemosyne 
8 (1955) 265-289: a propos of Hackforth’s book. 


F271. W. Kranz, “Platon iiber Hippokrates,” 
Philologus 96 (1944) 193-200. — F. Steckerl, “Plato, 


Hippocrates, and the Menon Papyrus,” CPh 40 
(1945) 166-180. — H. E. Barnes, “Plato and the 
Psychology of Love,” CW 40 (1946-47) 34-35: on 


Ph, 252C-253. — F. Pfister, “Der Begriff des Schénen 
und das Ebenmass,” WJA 1 (1946) 341-358: pp. 
347-8 contain some good remarks on the Phaedrus 
as a model of structured beauty. — H. Gundert, 
“Enthusiasmos und Logos bei Plato,” Lexis 2 (1949) 
25-46: a splendid examination in the tradition of 
Friedlander. 


R. Poncelet, “Deux aspects du style philosophique 
latin: Cicéron et Chalcidius, traducteurs du Phédre 
245C,” REL 28 (1951) 145-167. — O. Regenbogen, 
“Bemerkungen zur Deutung des platonischen 
Phaidros,” Miscellanea Academ. Berol. 2.1 (1950) 
198-219: on the date (near Timaeus and Philebus) 
and structure of the Ph. — W. C. Greene, “The 
Spoken and the Written Word,” HSPh 60 (1951; 
Studies Pease) 23-59: on basis of Ph. 274C-277A, 
various writers including Pl. examined. — F30I 
Kirk 1951. 


G. E. Dimock, “Alla in Lysias and Plato's 
Phaedrus,” AJPh 73 (1952) 381-396: the PA. con- 
tains a parody of L.’s use of alla. — W. C. Helmbold 
and W. B. Holter, “The Unity of Phaedrus,” UCPCP 
14.9 (1952) 387-417. — R. Palazuelos, “Epilogo 
al Fedro,” Publ. de la Fac. de Fil. y Let. Univ. de 


La Laguna (1552; pp. 88): a commentary on some 
of the difficulties oz the PA. in form of a continua- 
tion of the dialogue. — G. Rudberg, “Das wir in 
der grossen Phaidros-Rede,” Miscellanea E. Hjaerne 
(Uppsala 1952) 93-97: a sign of confession or self- 
examination? — W. Steidle, “Redekunst und Bildung 
bei Isokrates,” Hermes 80 (1952) 257-296. — G. J. 
de Vries, “Isocrates’ Reaction to the Phaedrwus,” 
Mnemosyne 6 (1953) 39-45: Isocrates understood 
PL.'s praise of himself as satire. — H. Ll. Hudson- 
Williams, Three Systems of Education: Some Re- 
flections on the Implications of Plato's Phaedrus, 
(Inaug. Lecture, Newcastle 1953 [publ. 1954] ): 
the methods of Lysias, Isocrates, and PI. 


F28. Philebus: F28E: for the Budé ed. (1941), 
cf. A Cherniss 1947. — F28C: N. I. Boussoulas, 
L'étre et la composition des mixtes dans le Philébe 
de Platon® (1952): (d). — H. P. Harding, Zur 
Echtheitskritik und Interpretation des platonischen 
Philebos, Diss. Kiel (1954): (m). — F28Tr: R. 
Hackforth, Plato’s Examination of Pleasure* (1945): 
intr., tr., comm.; the most dependable over-all treat- 
ment of Pb, — FI10Tr Taylor 1956, which also 
contains an intr. of 90 pp. — F28T: B. S. Page, 
“Two Notes on Plato’s Philebus,’ CR 61 (1947) 
8: on Ph. 13A and 63C. — A. Tovar, “Observationes 
aliquot in Platonis Philebum,” OCP 13 (1947) 
656-668: on Ph. 66A, and PI.’s theory of pleasure. 
— D.A Rees, “Philebus 65C,” CR 61 (1947) 75. 
— R. Cadiou, “A propos d'une double formule 
démonstrative dans le Philébe 20B," REG 65 
(1952) xiv. 


F281: H Szilasi 1946. — H. J. M. Broos, “Plato 
and Art,” Mnemosyne 4 (1951) 113-128: PA. an- 
alyzed with a view to discovering Pl.’s legitimate 
use of art. — P. Kucharski, “La musique et la 
conception du réel dans le Philébe,” RPhilos 141 
(1951) 39-59: on the relation of commensurability 
to the principles of Limited and Unlimited. — 
P. Wilpert, “Eine Elementenlehre im platonischen 
Philebos,” Studies Robinson Il (St. Louis 1953) 
573-582: the terms of the Ph. anticipate the lecture 
on the good. — F36I Ziircher 1951: the Ph. is a 
miserable hotch-potch, dating ca. 320-315. — K 
Cadiou 1952: the poetics of the Ph. — G. E. 
Mueller, “The Unity of Plato's Philebus,” CJ 50 
(1954-55) 21-26. — L Xenakis 1955. 


F29. Politicus: F29Tr: J. B. Skemp, Plato's 
Statesman (1952): intr., tr., comm.; emphasizes the 
political aspects of Po.; S.’s views on “collection” 
have been challenged by some critics; (d). — F29T: 
E. Gilson, “Regio dissimilitudinis de Platon a St. 
Bernard de Clairvaux,” MS 9 (1947) 108-130: on 
Po. 273D; the text is determined by later echoes 
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of the phrase. — F291: G. A. Roggerone, “La 
funzione del Politico nella dottrina platonica dello 
stato,” Sophia 18 (1950) 239-246: a return to 
Socratic views. — G. A. Roggerone, “Platone 
Politico 266A-B e 271D,” RFIC 31 (1953) 62-67. 
— F25 Schaerer 1955: diagram. 


F30. Protagoras: F301: A. J. Festugiére, “Sur 
un passage difficile du Protagoras," BCH 70 (1946) 
179-186: on Pr. 349D8-350C6. — O. Gigon, “Studien 
zu Platons Protagoras,” Phyllobolia {. Peter von der 
Mi#hll (Basel 1946) 91-152: G. overemphasizes 
incongtuities. — P. Zenoni Politeo, “Intorno al 
significato del Protagora di Platone,” Sophia 16 
(1948) 362-372. — J. G. Clapp, “Some Notes on 
Plato’s Protagoras,” Philos. & Phenom. Res. 10 
(1949-50) 486-499: on the connection of the 
Simonides interlude with the whole. — W. Kirk, 
“Protagoras and Phaedrus, Literary Techniques,” 
Studies Robinson Il (St. Louis 1953) 593-601. — 
H. Gundert, “Die Simonides-Interpretation in Platons 
Protagoras,"* Hermeneia (Festschr. Regenbogen, 
Heidelberg 1952). — G. B. Kerferd, “Protagoras’ 
Doctrine of Justice and Virtue in the Protagoras 
of Plato,” JHS 73 (1953) 42-45: the myth is a 
serious answer to Socrates’ challenge. — D Rudberg 
1953. —L. Woodbury, “Simonides on areté,” TAPhA 
84 (1953) 135-163. — FI9I Martens 1954. 


F31. Republic (cf. also G, H, I, et al., especially 
M): F31E: J. M. Paton-M. Fernandez Galiano, intr., 
ed., tr., comm., Platon, La Republica (1949) 3 vols.: 
with brief apparatus, and comm. at bottom of page; 
tr. into Spanish. — L. Giovannacci, Plato, Il mito 
di Er (1952): text, with intr. and comm. — F31C: 
M. Croiset, La République de Platon: Etude et 
Analyse (1946): posthumous (C. died 1935); a 
good introduction for non-Hellenists. — I. N. 
Skouteropoulos, He politeia tou Platonos kai he 
neotera paidagogike (1949). — K. Witte, Platon |: 
Politeia 1-2, 1. Lief. (1949): author died 1950, so 
there will be no further Lieferungen; main con- 
tention: Pl. practiced a deliberate obscurity. — N. R. 
Murphy, The Interpretation of Plato's Republic 
(1951): in spite of certain restrictive preconcep- 
tions, M.'s arguments are always interesting; chiefly 
concerned with ethics and ontology. 


F31Tr: R. Rufener (tr.) and G. Kriiger (intr.). 
Platon, Der Staat (1950): with a good concise 
comm. (pp. 523-588) and an excellent index (pp. 
561-649). — F31T: W. Jaeger, “A New Word in 
Plato's Republic: The Medical Origin of the Theory 
of the thymoeides,” Eranos 44 (1946; Mélanges 
Rudberg) 123-130: on Re. 590B. — J. C. Maxwell, 
“Plato, Republic 486C7-8,” Eranos 51 (1953) 155. 
— K. Vretska, “Platonica,” WS 66 (1953) 76-91: 


on twelve passages of Re. — F311: A. R. Hendericks, 
“Eerste boek van Platoons Staat of dialoog Thrasy- 
machos,” RBPh 24 (1945) 5-46: on the problem 
of its independence, which is now no longer taken 
for granted. — H Szilasi 1946: on Re. 6. — D. 
Tarrant, “Imagery in Plato's Republic,” CQ 40 
(1946) 27-34. — G. J. de Vries, “Note on Republic 
367C,” Mnemosyne 13 (1947) 202. — K. Witte, 
Gyges und sein Ring (1947; pp. 16): on Re. 359C; 
report of a seminar discussion at Erlangen, exempli- 
fying W.’s approach to Pl. (cf. supra, F31C). 


G. B. Kerferd, “The Doctrine of Thrasymachus 
in Plato’s Republic,” DUJ 9 (1947-48) 19-27. — 
J. T. Kakridis, “The Part of Cephalus in Plato's 
Republic,” Eranos 46 (1948) 35-41. — A. Pelletier, 
“Limage du frélon dans la République de Platon,” 
RPh 22 (1948) 131-146: discussion of képhén in 
Re. 8 and 9. — T. A. Sinclair, “Plato's Philosophic 
Dog,” CR 62 (1948) 61-62: on Re. 375A-376C; 
Pl. parodies arguments of the sophists; but see the 
protest of M. D. C. Tait, “Spirit, Gentleness and the 
Philosophic Nature in the Republic,” TAPhA 80 
(1949) 203-211. — D. J. Allan, “Republic 368A,” 
CR 63 (1949) 43-44. — R. S. Brumbaugh, “Note 
on Republic 9.587D,” CPh 44 (1949) 197-199: the 
list is based on the same principles as that of Phdr. 
248. — R. Eisler, “Metallurgical Anthropology in 
Plato,” Isis 40 (1949) 108-112: a fanciful treat- 
ment of the “Golden Lie” passage. — G. F. Hourani, 
“The Education of the Third Class in Plato’s Re- 
public.” CQ 43 (1949) 58-60: the children of the 
third class have no chance to move above it. — 
P. M. Schuhl, “Le joug du bien, les liens de la 
nécessité et la fonction d’Hestia,” Mélanges Picard 
(Paris 1949) 958-967: on the myth of Er. 


R. S. Brumbaugh, “Colors of the Hemispheres in 
Plato's Myth of Er. (Rep. 616E),” CPh 46 (1951) 
173-176: analysis in the light of Timaeus 67C-E; 
see also B.'s supplement, “Plato, Republic 616E: The 
Final Law of Nines,” CPh 49 (1954) 33-34; and 
cf. also J2 Brumbaugh 1954. — M. B. Foster, “Plato's 
Conception of Justice in the Republic,” PhilosQ 1 
(1951) 206-217: turns against a totalitarian inter- 
pretation. — I, Hedenius, “A Note to Plato’s Re- 
public x.596C-D,” Theoria 17 (1951) 57-60. — 
R. K. Richardson, “History and Plato’s Medicinal 
Lie,” Transactions Wisconsin Ac. Arts & Lett. 40.2 
(1951) 67-76. — JI Ahlvers 1952: on the nuptial 
number. — L. W. Beals, “On Appearing Just and 
Being Unjust; Glaucon’s Argument in Plato’s Re- 
public,” JPh 49 (1952) 607-614; cf. also pp. 732-734. 


R. E. Carter, “The Function of the Myth of the 
Earthborn in the Republic,” CJ 48 (1952-53) 297- 
302. — J. E. Raven, “Sun, Divided Line, and Cave,”* 
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CQ 3 (1953) 22-32: proposes to consider Re. 
507A7-517A7 as a whole. (For an instructive dia- 
gram of the homology between Line and Cave, see 
P. Friedlander, CPh 40 [1945] 258). — D. Tarrant, 
“The Cave and the Sun,” Hib] 52 (1953-54) 360- 
367. — E. Turolla, “Il problema fondamentale del 
platonismo e il mito solare nel vi della Politeia,” 
Giorn. di Metaf. 8 (1953) 241-259 (also contained 
in BI Turolla 1953 vol. 3). — K. Vretska, “Typische 
und polare Darstellung bei Platon,” SO 30 (1953) 
42-55: on Pl.’s conception and treatment of the 
political types of Re. 8 and 9.1-3. — E. Schiitt, 
Interpretationen zu Platons Politeia Buch 6-7, Diss. 
Heidelberg (1954): (m). — M. Denkinger, 
“L’énigme du nombre de Platon et la loi des dis- 
positifs de M. Diés,”"* REG 68 (1955) 38-76: PI. 
parodies the number-speculation of the Pythagoreans; 
(d). — V. Goldschmidt, “La ligne de la Republique 
et la classification des sciences,” Rev. Intern. de 
Philos. 9 (1955) 237-255: (b). — J. S. Morrison, 
“Parmenides and Er,” JHS 75 (1955) 59-68: a new 
examination of pre-Socratic cosmology, to throw 
further light on the myth of Er. — K. Vretska, 
“Platons Demokraten-Kapitel (Pol. 8.13.559D ff),” 
Gymnasium 62 (1955) 407-428. — H. G. Wolz, 
“The Republic in the Light of the Socratic Method,” 
The Modern Schoolman 32 (1955) 115-142: de- 
fends Pl. against charge of fascism. — D. Pesce, 
“Alcune recenti interpretazioni della Repubblica 
platonica,” AGR 2 (1956) 65-79: lists and discusses 
some recent Italian works not all featured in the 
present list. 


F32. Sophist: F32Tr: V. Arangio-Ruiz, I/ 
Sofista (1951): intr. tr. comm.; the work was 
completed 1940. A.-R. considers the So. late, i.e. 
later than the Laws, and probably apocryphal; in 
spite of this extravagance, the book contains a wealth 
of fruitful discussion. — F32T: E. G. Turner, “A 
Ptolemaic Scrap of Plato, Sophistes,” RAM 98 (1955) 
97-98: pap. Hib. 228 (270-230 Bc.) has So. 
223E-224B. 


F321: K. Diirr, “Moderne Darstellung der pla- 
tonischen Logik: Ein Beitrag zur Erklaérung des Dia- 
loges Sophistes,"* MH 2 (1945) 166-194: D. uses 
logical symbols to reproduce the argument. — R. 
Hackforth, “False Statement in Plato's Sophist,” CQ 
39 (1945) 56-58: on So. 259D-263D, and the in- 
terpretation of Diés. — H. Raeder, Platons Planlagte 
Dialog Philosophos (Copenhagen 1948; pp. 41): 
against sceptics, R. reasserts that Pl. planned to 
write a dialogue Ph., to distinguish between the 
genuine and the spurious philosopher. — M. 
Vanhoutte, “Note sur la communauté des genres 
dans le Sophiste,” RPhL 46 (1948) 177-187: on 


So, 253D5-E2. — V. Arangio-Ruiz, “Le operazioni 
della dialettica nel Sofista di Platone,” Studi Mondolfo 
(Bari 1950) 231-244. — M. W. Isenberg, “Plato's 
Sophist and the Five Stages of Knowing,” CPh 46 
(1951) 201-211: compares Epistle 7.342 Aff. for the 
method of the So. — A. L. Peck, “Plato and the 
megista gené of the Sophist: A Reinterpretation,” 
CQ 2 (1952) 32-56: the five gené of So. 232B- 
264D are phantasmata, not eikones, and require 
further qualification to become Forms. (This is the 
study on which F25I Peck 1953-54 is based; a 
resolute attack on the traditional conception of PI. 
ontology.) — M. Rezzani, “I problemi bien 
del Sofista di Platone,” Sophia 20 (1952) 298-309. 
— K. Riezler, “Das Nichts und das Andre, das Sein 
und das Seiende,” Varia Variorum, Festgabe K. 
Reinhardt (Cologne 1952) 82-103: a far-flung essay, 
contrasting, among other things, the Greek and the 
existentialist perspectives. 

C. J. de Vogel, “Platon a-t-il ou n’'a-t-il pas 
introduit le mouvement dans son monde _intelli- 
gible?”, Actes Congr. Intern. Philos. 1953 (1953) 
60-67: re: So, 249A and Timaeus 31B, the answer 
is: yes, against Diés, and with Robin. — A. C. 
Lloyd, “Falsehood and Significance According to 
Plato,” sbid. 68-70. — M. Rezzani, “Note marginali 
al Sofista di Platone,” Sophia 21 (1943) 22-27, — 
G. B. Kerferd, “Plato's Noble Art of Sophistry 
(Sophist 226A-231B),”" CQ 4 (1954) 84-90: the 
sixth division, with its “serious” definition, does not 
refer to Socrates or Plato but to the sophists whose 
dialectic Pl. regarded as a necessary preliminary to 
his own philosophy; cf. now the protests of J. R. 
Trevaskis, “The Sophistry of Noble Lineage,” Phro- 
nesis 1 (1955) 36-49, and N. B. Booth, “Plato, 
Sophist 231A,” CQ 6 (1956) 89-90. — J. L. Ackrill, 
“"Symploké eidén (Sophistes),” Bull. Inst. Class. Stud. 
London 2 (1955) 31-35: on So. 259B4-6; for the 
later Plato, eidé are not metaphysical objects but 
concepts which guarantee meaningful speech — L. J. 
Eslick, "Platonic Dialectic of Non-Being,” The New 
Scholasticism 29 (1955) 33-49. —- F251 Schaerer 
1955: diagram. — W. J. Verdenius, “Plato Soph. 
216 AB,” Mnemosyne 8 (1955) 33. — G. Rodis- 
Lewis, “Note sur les définitions du Sophiste,” RPhilos 
146 (1956) 88-94, 

F33. Symposium: F33E: M. Meunier, Platon: 
Le Banquet ou | Amour, suivie des Commentaires de 
Plotin sur l'amour (1947): ed. and tr, — F33C: 
H. Koller, Die Komposition des platonischen Sym- 
posions (1948): an attempt to trace the genesis of 
the work. — G. Kriiger, Einsicht und Leidenschaft: 
Das Wesen des platonischen Denkens, ed. 2 (1948): 
largely on the Sy.; the theme is: Eros and Myth. — 
F33T: F4T Phabes 1949: on Sy. 191E. 
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F331; L. Edelstein, “The Role of Eryximachus 
in Plato's Symposium,” TAPhA 76 (1945) 85-103: 
not a caricature. — M. Caster, “Les deux derniers 
degrés de l'initiation philosophique dans le Banquet 
de Platon,” Mél. Soc. Toulous. Etud. Class. 1 (1946) 
63-69. — E. Hoffmann, Ueber Platons Symposium 
(1947; pp. 32): a lecture, emphasizing the poetry 
of the Sy. — C. Picard, “Art et littérature,” REG 
61 (1948) 337-357: a Pompeian bronze plaque 
shows Diotima at the side of Socrates. — P. W. 
Harsh, “Plato's Symposium 194B and a Raised 
Position in the Theater,” CP/ 44 (1949) 116-117. 
— A. Levi, “La teoria dell’ eros nel Simposio di 
Platone,” Giorn. di Metaf. 4 (1949) 290-297. — 
211 Galli 1950. — R. Hackforth, “Immortality in 
Plato's Symposium,” CR 64 (1950) 43-45: the Sy. 
throws doubt on .the argument for immortality in 
the Phaedo; cf. the protests of J. V. Luce and H. 
Cherniss in CR 2 (1952) 137-141 and 3 (1953) 
131. — R. G. Hoerber, “Note on Logoi Psiloi,” CB 
29 (1952) 9: Sy. 215C refers to prose. — M. F. 
Sciacca, “Il discorso di Socrate nel Convsto platonico: 
Interpretazioni e spunti di estetica,” Humanitas 7 
(1952) 132-145. — A. Vanhoye, “Deux pages 
poétiques de Platon (Banquet 203B-203E),” LEC 
20 (1952) 3-21. — K. Nawratil, “Zur Komposition 
des platonischen Symposiums,” AAHG 7 (1954) 
61-62: the sequence of the discourses echoes the 
history of thought in Greece. — M. Landmann, 
“Platons Traktat von den drei Unsterblichkeiten,” 
ZPhF 10 (1956) 161-190: on Sy. 207A-212A; a 
general discussion, but subtle and enlightening. 

F34. Theaetetus: F341: M. Landmann-J. O. 
Fleckenstein, “Tagesbeobachtungen von Sternen im 
Altertum: Eine philologisch-astronomiegeschichtliche 
Rekonstruktion der Thalesanekdote, Plat. Theaet. 
174A,” Vierteljabresschr. der naturforsch. Ges. in 
Ziirich 88 (1943) 98. — G. B. Kerferd, “Plato's 
Account of the Relativism of Protagoras,” DU] 11 
(1949) 20-26: PIl.’s report is historically valid. — 
C. E. Papanastasios, “Hai theoriai ton archaion peri 
tes horaseos kai tes physeos tou photos,” Platon | 
(1949) 213-228: the principal doctrines, especially 
those of Plato and Aristotle. — J. W. Yolton, “The 
Ontological Status of Sense-Data in Plato's Theory 
of Perception,” Rev. of Metaph. 3 (1949-50) 21-58: 
a very detailed examination, not always with due 
consideration of the special purposes of each dia- 
logue. — B. Noll, “Die Zeitstruktur im platonischen 
Dialog Theaetet,” ZPhF 5 (1950) 47-61: in Th. 
time emerges as a primary category. — R. Robinson, 
“Forms and Error in Plato’s Theaetetus,” PhR 59 
(1950) 3-30. 

J. Rohmer, “L’intentionnalité des sensations, de 
Platon & Ockam,” RSR 25 (1951) 5-39. — K. 


Marc-Wogau, “Om Protagoras’ homo-mensura-stas i 
Platons Teaitetos,” Miscellanea E. Hjaerne (Uppsala 
1952) 207-228. — R. Mondolfo, “I Cirenaici e i 
raffinati del Teeteto platonico,” RF 44 (1953) 127- 
134. — A. Guzzo, “Il concetto di scienza e il Teeteto 
platonico,” Filosofia 5 (1954) 562-592. — GI 
Hamlyn 1955. — J. Moreau, “Platon et le phénom- 
énisme,” Rev. Intern. de Philos. 9 (1955) 256-275. 
— G. Nakhnikhian, “Plato's Theory of Sensation,” 
Rev. of Metaph. 9 (1955) 129-148, 306-327: the 
account of sensation in Td. is Pl.’s own theory, and 
agrees well with what Pl. says about dynameis and 
embodied forms elsewhere. — F25/ Schaerer 1955: 
diagram. 


F35. Theages: F35E: G. Carugno, Teage, ed. 2 
(1952): ed. and comm.; C. accepts the Th. as au- 
thentic. — F35I: K. I. Vourveris, "He anthropistike 
hermeneia ton klassikon: Ho platonikos dialogos 
Theages,” Platon 2 (1951) 1-16: the meaning of 
the TA. to us. 


F36. Timaeus: F36C: J. B. Skemp, The Theory 
of Motion in Plato’s Later Dialogues* (1942). — 
A. Olerud, L’idée de macrocosmos et de microcosmos 
dans le Timée de Platon: Etude de mythologie com- 
parée, Diss. Uppsala (1951): Pl.’s knowledge of 
Oriental material derives from the Orphics and older 
Greek philosophers; a somewhat fanciful book. — 
G. S. Claghorn, Aristotle’s Criticism of Plato's 
Timaeus, Diss. Pennsylvania (1954): (rev): IL. 
Diiring, Gnomon 27 (1955) 154-157. — F36Tr: 
R. Kapferer-A. Fingerle, Timaios oder die Schrift 
iiber die Natur (1952): an annotated translation by 
a physician; useful. — F36T: O. Becker, “Hat Platon 
Epizykel fiir Venus und Merkur angenommen? 
(Zur Textgestaleung von Tim. 38D),” 97 
(1954) 89-92: yes, if we emend a haplography. 


F361: J. R. O'Donnell, “The meaning of silva 
in the commentary on the Timaeus of Plato by 
Chalcidius,” MS 7 (1945) 1-20. — H. Lewy, “A 
Latin Hymn to the Creator ascribed to Plato,” HT/R 
39 (1946) 243-258: on a hymn based on Ti, — 
J. B. Skemp, “Plants in Plato's Timaeus,” CQ 41 
(1947) 53-60: on 76E7ff. — J. F. Callahan, Four 
Views of Time in Ancient Philosophy (1948) 3-37: 
in Ti., “the order and regularity that are necessarily 
present in time are over and above the realm of 
changing spatial things.” — T. Schmid, ed. “Ein 
Timaioskommentar in Sigtuna,”’ C&M 10 (1948) 
220-266: text of a Latin comm. from a 13th century 
ms. — L. Troje, “Zum Begriff ataktos kinésis bei 
Platon und Mani,” MH 5 (1948) 95-115. — A. J. 
Festugiére, Révélation d'Hermés Trismégiste, vol. 2: 
Le Dieu Cosmique (1949) pp. 92-152: on the 
theology of Ti. — R. Muth, “Zum Physis-Begriff 
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bei Platon,” WS 64 (1949) 53-70: a propos of Ti. 
50B. — C. Préaux, “Papyrologie et philosophie: a 
propos de Platon, Timée 36B,” CE 24 (1949) 313- 
316: on the meaning of hoion chi. — P. M. Schuhl, 
“Imagination et science des cristaux ou platonisme 
et minéralogie,” Journ. Psych. Norm. et Path. 42 
(1949) 27-34: a rambling commentary on Ti. 
56B-C. — O. Tiby, “Note musicologiche al Timeo 
di Platone,” Dioniso 12 (1949) 33-55: discussion 
of Ti. 35A-36B. — J. Handschin, “The Timaeus 
Scale,” Musica Disciplina 4.1 (1950) 3-42: on 
Ti. 35A. 


G. R. Morrow, “Necessity and Persuasion in 
Plato's Timaeus,” PhR 59 (1950) 147-163: on per- 
suasion as an ordering activity of the intelligence, 
Ti. 48A. — A. F. Braunlich, “Plato on Twentieth 
Century Physics,” Studies Robinson II (St. Louis 
1953) 1072-1076. — E. M. Bruins, “La chimie du 
Timée,” RMM 56 (1951) 269-282. — P. Krauss- 
R. Walzer, edd., Plato Arabus 1: Galeni Compendium 
Timaei Platonis aliorumque dialogorum synopsis quae 
extant fragmenta (1951): intr., Latin and Arabic 
versions, indices, frgmts.; (rev): H. Langerbeck, 
Gnomon 25 (1953) 263-266. — J. Ziircher, “Ueber 
die Abfassungszeit des Timaios und Philebos,” Ph] 
61 (1951) 481-498: our version of the Ti. edited 


by Xenocrates ca. 330 B.c.; it contains a wealth of 


contradictions and post-Pl. features; unconvincing. 
— JI Ahlvers 1952: on the musical scale and the 
regular bodies of T7. 


A. J. Festugiére, “Le Compendium Timaei de 
Galien,” REG 65 (1952) 97-118: an analysis of 
the first chapters, extant only in this Arabic version. 
— A. Vieira Pinto, “Note sur la traduction de Platon, 
Timée 43B,” REG 65 (1952) 469-473. — R. E. 
Cushman, “Greek and Christian Views of Time,” 
JR 33 (1953) 254-265: PL, Aristotle, Augustine. 
— C. Mugler, “Les dimensions de l'universe platon- 
icien d'aprés Timée 32B,” REG 66 (1953) 56-88: 
(d). — G. E. L. Owen, “The Place of the Timaens 
in Plato's Dialogues,”"* CQ 3 (1953) 79-95: Ti. and 
Critias are to be dated along with the “middle” 
dialogues. — C. Rau, “Theories of Time in Ancient 
Philosophy,” PAR 62 (1953) 513-525: PL, Aristotle, 
Plotinus, Augustine. — P. Wilpert, “Die Stellung 
des Timaios im platonischen Korpus,” Actes Congr. 
Intern. Philos. (1953) 71-76: after Theaetetus, before 
Sophist and Politicus. — G. C. Field, “Recent Views 
on the Date of the Timaeus,” Resumé in PCA 51 
(1954) 52: largely protest against Owen, supra. — 
H. Cherniss, “A Much Misread Passage of the 
Timaeus (Timaeus 49C7-SOB5),” AJPh 75 (1954) 
113-130: tr., with detailed comm., to show that the 
passage does not contradict Cratylus 439D8-12. — 


W. Kranz, “Kosmos,” Archiv f. Begriffsgesch. 2.1 
(1955) pp. 44-58: “Die Anschauung der klassischen 
Periode”: a good survey. — J3 Cardini 1955. 


F37. Apocrypha: G. Gartmann, Der pseudo- 
platonische Dialog Eryxias, Diss. Bonn (1949): a 
product of the Academy under Arcesilaus, 270-240 
B.c.—L. Alfonsi, "L’Assico pseudo-platonico: Ricerca 
sulle fonti,” Studi Mondolfo (Bari 1950) 245-274: 
Ax. goes back to the peri penthous of Crantor, 
which is in turn based on the lost works of Aristotle. 
— H. Schmeken, “Eine Schiilerarbeit aus der mitt- 
leren Akademie,” Ph] 60 (1950) 20-30: on the 
De Justo; dated ca. time of Arcesilaus; the article 
has interesting implications for the independent 
status of Rep. 1, and for the thesis of an Academic 
Corpus. — A. Belli, “Ps.-Platonis Axiochi lectiones 
in Cod. Paris. gr. 2110 servatae,” Aevum 27 (1953) 
556-559. — F. R. Walton, “Kinsman of the Gods?”, 
CPh 48 (1953) 24-28: on Axiochus 371D. — A. 
Belli, “Le versioni umanistiche dell’ Assico pseudo- 
platonico,” PP 39 (1954) 442-467: Renaissance 
studies. — M. Isnardi, “Sugli apocrifi platonici 
Demodoco e Sisifo,” PP 39 (1954) 425-431. 


G. Ideas (cf. F7, F1l, F23, F25-29, F31-34, F36; 
also B, and passim). 

I retain “idea” in the place of “form” because 
the first still is the international term, and the second 
smacks too exclusively of mathematics; for another 
argument, see G2 Moreau 1951, p. 3 note 1. 


The realism-idealism controversy is approaching 
its settlement. It seems remarkable now how em- 
barrassing the metaphysical status of the ideas was 
to scholars of just one generation ago; cf. Ritter in 
JAW 195 (1924) 65ff. Today there are three 
major areas of discussion: 


(1) Many scholars, particularly in France, are 
concerned with a contradiction between the theory 
of ideas and classification by eidos and genos. Accord- 
ing to them, Pl. recognizes this contradiction in the 
Parmenides, and remodels his theory to serve the 
purposes of a stricter science. Others hold that Pl. 
does not revise his ideas, and that the objections 
in Pa, are against the theory wrongly understood. 
For a good characterization of the po = iia between 
the Platonic class eidos and the classes of Aristotelian 
logic, see F. M. Cornford, Plato's Theory of Know!l- 
edge (1935) 268-273. 

(2) Most scholars recognize a hierarchy of the 
ideas, usually with the idea of the ropping the 
pyramid (cf, eg. Q3 Goldschmidt 1947 and G4 
Gauss 1947). This is disputed by some who main- 
tain that no one idea is ontologically prior or post- 
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erior to another, and that dizresis as applied to the 
ideas is merely a heuristic technique (cf. Cherniss, 
passim). 

(3) L. Robin, in his La théorie pl. des idées et 
des nombres d’aprés Aristote (1908), had found, on 
the basis of Aristotle's text, that the idea-numbers 
were archetypes of the ideas rather than identical 
with them. The precise nature and function of the 
idea-numbers, and the question of their historicity, 
are among the most prominent issues in recent PI. 
scholarship. Of late writers have once more tended 
to support Robin, with Cherniss voicing a vigorous 
protest. The “Lecture on the Good” is an object of 
the same controversy. Cf. also J2 and J3. — One 
of the most promising developments has been the 
interest shown in the ideas by logicians; cf. the 
debate promoted by F251 Vlastos 1954, and F32I 
Diirr 1945. 

Gl. General: H. Cherniss, Aristotle's Criticism 
of Plato and the Academy* (1944): a full state- 
ment of Ch.’s radical position; for an indignant 
voice of the opposition, see Allan, Mind 55 (1946) 
263-272; for an appreciation, de Strycker, AC 18 
(1949) 95-107, who presents a convenient sum- 
mary of the contents. — C Cherniss 1945: a more 
concise statement; cf. C. J. de Vogel, “Problems 
Concerning Later Platonism,” Mnemosyne 2 (1949) 
197-216, 299-318: respectfully opposes Cherniss on 
the problem of Aristotle's testimony, conveniently 
summarizes scholarship. — R. S. Bluck, “Aristotle, 
Plato, and Ideas of Artefacta,” CR 61 (1947) 75-76: 
Plato admits them. — R. Demos, “Note on Plato's 
Theory of Ideas,” Philos. and Phen, Res. 8 (1947-8) 
456-460: on empirical and ideal Forms. —- L. P. 
Chambers, “Jowett’s Ideas,” CJ 44 (1948-49) 269: 
on a defect of translation. — L. Malverne, “La con- 
dition de l'étre et la mission du logos,” RMM 54 
(1949) 41-66: on the concept of Being from 
Parmenides to St. John. — S. Mansion, “La critique 
de la théorie des idées dans le peri ideén dAristote,” 
RPAL 47 (1949) 169-202. — A. Millan Puelles, 
“La teoria del ser vivo en Platon,” RFil 9 (1950) 
371-408: systematic discussion of the question: what 
causes life in the Pl. world system?, chiefly in Symp., 
Phaedo, and Timaeus. 


W. D. Ross, Plato's Theory of Ideas (1951): a 
comprehensive and useful account, which now and 
then evades difficulties for the sake of clarity; (rev) : 
Ackrill, Mind 62 (1953) 549-556. — K. V. 
Gajendragadkar, Aristotle's Critique of Platonism 
(Mysore 1953). — A. N. M. Rich, “The Platonic 
Ideas as the Thoughts of God,” Mnemosyne 7 (1954) 
123-133: an un-Pl. conception. — R. C. Cross, 
“Logos and Forms in Plato,” Mind 63 (1954) 433- 


450: knowledge, forms and linguistic statement are 
inseparable; a form is not a simple namable but 
a logical predicate. — G. Andreoni, “Per una 
interpretazione di Platone,’ Acme 8 (1955) 109- 
118: a sketch of the Pl. “system”; posthumous, — 
D. W. Hamlyn, “The Communion of Forms and the 
Development of Plato's Logic,” PhilosQ 5 (1955) 
289-302: Pl. mistakenly thought that description 
was a kind of name. 


G2. Realism and Idealism: |. Moreau, Réalisme 
et idéalisme chez Platon (1951): a well written 
attempt to mediate between the two perspectives, 
ie. to defend the claims of idealism; cf. also M.'s 
briefer statement, “El idealismo platonico,” RFil 12 
(1953) 481-502. — G. di Napoli, La concezione 
dell’ essere nella filosofia greca (1953). — L. Loriaux, 
L’étre et la forme selon Platon: Essai sur la dialectique 
Platonicienne (1955): Pl. a realist rather than an 
essentialist. 


G3. Evolution of Ideas; Eidos and Genos; Extent 
of Ideal World: C. J. de Vogel, “La derniére phase 
du platonisme et l'interprétation de M. Robin,” Studia 
Volleraff (Amsterdam 1948) 165-178. — P. 
Kucharski, Les chemins du savoir dans les derniers 
dialogues de Platon (1949): like Brommer (cf. A 
Cherniss 1947), K. distinguishes between eidos, 
idea, and ousia: only the later Pl. who by-passes 
the eidos, is a thoroughgoing realist; a learned, but 
occasionally unsubtle analysis; for a convenient com- 
parison of K.’s views with those of Stenzel, see 
p. 382 note. — E. des Places, “Les derniers dialogues 
de Platon et la théorie des idées,” AC 20 (1951) 
143-148: & propos of Kucharski. — U. Tavianini, 
“Lioggetivarsi del concetto socratico nella specula- 
zione platonica,” Sophia 20 (1952) 253-258: begin- 
ning with the Phaedrus, the ideas become more and 
more objective. — F321 de Vogel 1953. — F36l 
Cherniss 1954. 


G4. Hierarchy of Ideas; the Good: J. Moreau, 
La construction de l'idéalisme platonicien (1939): 
an extreme statement of the “bonum in apice” and 
the idealist position; (rev): A Cherniss 1947. — 
L. Robin, “Platon et la philosophie des valeurs,” 
RMM 49 (1944) 1-21: the good is superior to 
Being; cf. G3 de Vogel 1948. — H. Gauss, “Von 
Kant iiber Hegel zu Plato,” ASSPh 7 (1947) 114- 
176: G.’s position is similar to Robin's. — H. W. B. 
Joseph, Knowledge and the Good in Plato's Republic 
(1948): written in twenties, edited posthumously; 
(rev): Allan, CR 63 (1949) 19-21, who gives a 
useful summary. 

G5. Idea-Numbers; Lecture on the Good (cf. 
supra, G1): W. van der Wielen, De ideegetallen 
van Plato (1941): (rev): A Cherniss 1947. — A. 
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Speiser, “Platos Ideenlehre,” Eranos-Jb. 12 (Festgabe 
Jung, 1945) 23-31: om the mathematical nature 
and function of the soul. — P. Merlan, “Aristotle's 
Unmoved Movers,” Traditio 4 (1946) 1-30: in 
Metaph. 12.8, they play a role analogous to PI.'s 
idea-numbers. — G3 de Vogel 1948. — G. Junge, 
“Platos Ideen-Zahlen,” C&M 10 (1948) 18-38. — 
W. Brdécker, “Plato iiber das Gute,” Lexis 2 (1949) 
47-66: we must accept the testimony of Aristoxenus. 
— P. Wilpert, Zwei aristotelische Friihschriften 
iiber die Ideenlehre* (1949): reconstructs A.’s On 
the Ideas and On the Good for the specific purpose 
of throwing light on the later Pl.; against Robin, 
he contends that ideas and idea-numbers were sim- 
ply identified in Pl.’s last phase; (rev): Mansion, 
RPAL 48 (1950) 398-416. — P. Wilpert, “Platons 
‘Altersvorlesung iiber das Gute,” Ph] 59 (1949) 
1-13: new fragments demonstrate that it contained 
a critique of Democritus’ doctrine of elements. — 
H. D. Saffrey, Le peri philosophias d’Aristote et la 
théorie platonicienne des idées nombres (1955). 


H. Knowledge, Sensation and Recollection (ctf. 
F26, F31, F34, and G). 


W. Szilasi, Macht und Obnmacht des Geistes 
(1946): via Philebus and Republic 6, S. enlarges on 
the “Verflochtenheit der seelischen Méglichkeiten”; 


(s). — M. Heidegger, Platons Lebre von der 
Wahrheit (1947) 5-52: starting from the cave 
passage of the Republic, H. analyzes Pl.'s alétheia 


and agathon; (s); cf. the objections of B2a 
Friedlander 1954, ch. 11. — H. Barth, Philosophie 
der Erscheinung: Eine Problemgeschichie,* part 1 
(1947) pp. 53-123: on the status of appearance 
in Pl. thought. — K. Ennen, Platons Erkenntnis- 
metaphysik: Eine Studie zum Begriff der platonischen 
methexis, Diss. Bonn (1948): (m). — P. Grenet, 
Les opbgines de l'analogie philosophique dans les 
dialogues de Platon (1948): in spite of his use of 
analogy, Pl. did not become fully aware of the 
problems involved in the analogical structure of 
Being; the book is a curious mixture of obvious 
summaries and good analyses of particular passages. 
— B. Liebrucks, Platons Entwicklung zur Dialektik: 
Untersuchungen zum Problem des Eleatismus (1949): 
on the tension between logic and ontology in PI.; 
(rt). — M. Vanhoutte, “La méthode intuitive dans 
les dialogues de la maturité de Platon,” RPAL 47 
(1949) 301-333. — J. F. Anderson, “Analogy in 
Plato,” Rev. of Metaph. 3 (1950) 111-128: Grenet 
fails to distinguish various types of analogy. 


H. Daudin, “Les rapports de l'étre et de la 
connaissance chez Platon et chez Aristote,” REA 53 
(1951) 26-41. — M. Landmann, Erkenntnis und 
Erlebnis: Phanomenologische Studien (1951): eight 


essays, often revolving about Pl, whom L. ranges 
with Husserl; (s). — A. Shalom, Platon et le 
probléme de la connaissance du passé, Diss. Paris 
(1951): (m). — T. Ballauff, Die Idee der Paideia: 
Eine Studie zu Platons Héblengleichnis und Par- 
menides’ Lebrgedicht (1952): (s). — F. M. 
Cornford, Principium Sapientiae (1952): in chs. 
4, 5, 8, 9, C. deals with the complex poet-priest- 
philosopher, and its impact on PI.'s epistemology; 
cf. the criticism of Vlastos, Gnomon 27 (1955) 
65-76. — C. A. Viano, “Il significato della doxa 
nella filosofia di Platone,” RF 43 (1952) 167-185. 
— G. Picht, “Platons Lehre vom Wissen,” Merkur 
7 (1953) 720-740: a general discussion, in preten- 
tious language. — J. Derbolav, Erkenntnis und 
Entscheidung: Philosophie der geistigen Aneignung 
in ihrem Ursprung bei Platon (1954): (s). — 
N. Gulley, “Plato’s Theory of Recollection,”"* CQ 4 
(1954) 194-213: “Anamnésis remained for Pl. a 
fundamental postulate” even in his later dialogues. 
— J. Pépin, “Eléments pour une histoire de la 
relation entre T'intelligence et T'intelligible chez 
Platon et dans le néoplatonisme,” RPbhilos 146 
(1956) 39-64. 


I. Dialectic and Elenchus (cf. also Fll, F12, F25, 
F26, F28, F29, F31, F32, G, H, Q). 


K. Diirr, “Die Entwicklung der Dialektik von 
Platon bis Hegel,” Dialectica 1 (1947) 45-62: 
chiefly on digresiss — W. A. Gerhard, “Plato's 
Theory of Dialectic,” The New Scholdsticism 21 
(1947) 192-211. — Q2 Goldschmidt 1947. — R. 
Schaerer, “La dialectique platonicienne dans ses 
rapports avec le syllogisme et la méthode carté- 
sienne,” RTAPh, 1948, 24-40. — G3 Kucharski 
1949: Pl.’s change of method and procedure entails 
change of theory. — H Vanhoutte 1949: tries to 
answer the question: does the dialectical process 
involve a judgment or an intuition? —M. Vanhoutte, 
La dualité de la méthode ontologique chez Platon, 
Diss. Louvain; cf. RBP4 1949, 424. — M. Landmann, 
Elenktik und Maientik: Drei Abhandlungen zur 
antiken Psychologie (1950): works out contrast 
between Socratic elenchus and PL Eros. — H. Gauss, 
“Ueber die Bedeutung und Grenzen des dialektischen 
Prinzips,” ZPhF 5 (1951) 321-342: on Plato, 
Bradley and Hegel; a stimulating discussion. — F/2 
Hinrichs 1951: argues against Robinson. — F. 
Solmsen, “Aristotle’s Syllogism and its Platonic 
Background,” PhR 60 (1951) 563-571: contrary 
to Shorey, A.'s syllogism is rooted in the whole 
of the theory of ideas, and not in a particular 
passage of the Phaedo. — A. Szabo, “Beitriige zur 
Geschichte der griechischen Dialektik,” AAntHung 
1 (1951-52) 377-410. — A. C. Lloyd, “Plato's 
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Description of Division,” CQ 46 (1952) 105-112: 
on the geometric analogies of Philebus 16D, Sophist 
253D, Politicus 287C. — S. Moser, “Theorie und 
Erfahrung bei Platon und Aristoteles,”’ Dialectica 
6 (1952) 210-221: ancient dialectic does not 
satisfy the requirements of modern deductive science; 
from a symposium. — R. Robinson, Plato’s Earlier 
Dialectic, ed. 2 (1953): in spite of serious short- 
comings pointed out by all reviewers, the basic book 
on the subject; (rev): F. E. Sparshott, Phoenix 9 
(1955) 86-88. — F20I Schaerer 1953. —R. Schaerer, 
“La composante dialectique de l'Orestie,’ RMM 58 
(1953) 47-79: on structural analogies between the 
trilogy and the Pl. dialogue. — A. Szabo, “Zur 
Geschichte der Dialektik des Denkens,” AAntHung 
2 (1953) 17-62: on Parmenides, Heraclitus, Plato, 
Aristotle. — W. J. Verdenius, “De sokratische 
methode,” Hermeneus 25 (1953) 3-8: on the con- 
structive function of Socratic criticism. — E. W. 
Platzeck, Von der Analogie zum Syllogismus: Ein 
systemat.-historischer Darstellungsversuch der Ent- 
faltung des methodischen Logos bei Socrates, Platon, 
Aristoteles (1954): attempts to reconstruct the 
roots of A.’s syllogistic from Metaph. 13.4.1078b 
17-32; for a devastating review, see G. Patzig, 
Gnomon 27 (1955) 499-507. — R. Robinson, 
“Lemploi des hypothéses selon Platon,” RMM 59 
(1954) 253-268: an excellent account, especially 
of the difference between the method of the Phaedo 
and that of the Republic. — P. Lachiéze-Rey, 
“Réflexions sur un procédé de Platon,” RPhilos 146 
(1956) 1-8: the interlocutors often use near-Pl. 
terms and notions, from which they have to be 


budged. 


J. Numbers (cf. also G, particularly G5; also F10, 
F20, F23, F26-28, F31, F36, P, Q4). 


‘Jl. General: J. E. Raven, Pythagoreans and 
Eleatics (1948): deals only indirectly with Pl., but 
throws light on the relation Pl.-Pyth.; (rev): 
Cherniss PhR 59 (1950) 375-377. — E. Janssens, 
“Platon et les sciences d'observation,” RUB 2 
(1949-50) 249-268: Platonism impedes the progress 
of the experimental sciences. — A. Ahlvers, Zah/ 
und Klang bei Platon (1952): in music and in the 
doctrine of elements, Philolaus rather than Demo- 
critus influenced Pl; the book deals chiefly with 
the nuptial number of the Republic and the scale 
and regular bodies of the Timaeus; (d). — C. Orsi, 
“La dottrina plotiniana del numero e le sue premesse 
scoriche,” AFLN 2 (1952) 137-174: Pythagoras, PI., 
Aristotle. — G. Sarton, A History of Science: Ancient 
Science Through the Golden Age of Greece (1952) 
pp. 395-454: on Plato and the Academy; a farrago 
of derivative and superficial data. — G. Martin, 


“Platons Lehre von der Zahl und ihre Darstellung 
durch Aristoteles,” ZPAF 7 (1953) 191-203: <A.’s 
distinction between eidétikos, mathématikos and 
aisthétos agrees with Pl. doctrine. — B. L. van der 
Waerden, Science Awakening (1954), pp. 148-200: 
The Century of Plato; but there are other references 
to Pl. throughout the book, which deals with pre- 
Greek and Greek science. 


J2. Mathematics: The role of mathematics in 
Pl.’s thinking, and Pl.’s stature as a mathematician, 
continue to be discussed with widely differing re- 
sults. For Mugler (infra) Pl.’s insights are ultimately 
mathematical, and dialectic is merely propaideutic 
to mathematics. At the other extreme, O. Neugebauer 
(The Exact Sciences in Antiquity [1952] 146) 
considers Pl.’s influence on ancient mathematicians 
negligible: “His own direct contributions to mathe- 
matical knowledge were obviously nil.” 


A. Rey, L’apogée de la science technique grecque: 
les sciences de la nature et de l'homme: Les mathé- 
matiques d’'Hippocrate a Platon (1946): the fourth 
volume of a series on Greek science; the author 
died before applying the finishing touches. — A. 
Speiser, “Die Grundlagen der Mathematik von Plato 
bis Fichte,” Eranos-Jb. 14 (1946) 11-38. — C. 
Mugler, Platon et la recherche mathématique de son 
époque (1948): the book has won both extravagant 
praise and violent criticism, with the latter tipping 
the balance; see P. Couderc and L. Séchan, REG 
62 (1949) 450-459, and Cherniss, Rev. of Metaph. 
4 (1951) 395-425; for a convenient summary of 
M.'s thesis, see S. H. Gould, CP/ 45 (1950) 136- 
137. — G. Bouligand and J. Desgranges, Le déclin 
des absolus mathématico-logiques (1949): ch. 2 is 
a study of Pl.’s position. — J. L. Coolidge, The 
Mathematics of Great Amateurs (1949; pp. 211): 
contains a chapter on Pl. — K. Reidemeister, Das 
exakte Denken der Griechen: Beitrige zur Deutung 
von Euklid, Plato, Aristoteles* (1949): ch. 3 is 
entitled “Mathematik und Logik bei Plato.” — P. 
Zervos, “Ta mathematika para Platoni,” Prakt. Akad. 
Athenon 24 (1949, publ. 1951) 153-164. — P. 
Zervos, “Hai mathematikai ennoiai para Platoni,” 
ibid. 25 (1950, publ. 1952) 344-348. 


P. H. Michel, De Pythagore a Euclide: contribu- 
tion a l'histoire des mathématiques préeuclidiennes 
(1950; pp. 900): a large book, with much almanac- 
like information, citing and discussing the views of 
other modern scholars; ch. 6, pp. 498-519, entitled 
“Plato and the Irrationals.” — E. de Strycker, “Trois 
points obscures de terminologie mathématique chez 
Platon,” REG 63 (1950) 43-57: om scalene and 
isosceles numbers, etc. — J. Dieudonne, “L’évolution 
de la pensée mathématique dans la Gréce ancienne,” 
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BAGB 2 (1951) 6-18: on three contributions of 
Greek thought to science. — A. Frajése, “Sur la 
signification des postulats euclidiens,” AIHS 4 (1951) 
383-392: influence of Pl. on Euclid. — D. A. Steele, 
“A Mathematical Reappraisal of the Corpus Platon- 
icum,” Scripta Mathem. 17 (1951) 173-189. — E. 
Stamatis, “Arithmoi teleoi, pleurikoi, diametrikoi,” 
Platon 4 (1952) 289-297: problems arising from 
the asymmetry of the square root of 2; among the 
writers discussed is Pl. — M. J. Bousquet, Le trésor 
de Cyréne (1952): ch. 6, pp. 77-98, entitled “Le 
tr. de C. et les mathématiques au temps de Platon,” 
tries to explain the measurements of the building as 
a playful realization of mathematical passages in 
Pl., particularly the Theaetetus. — M. J. Bousquet, 
“Harmonie au théatre d’Epidaure,” RA 41 (1953) 
41-49: the dimensions of the theatre are based on 
calculations in cosmological passages of Pl. — B2b 
Merlan 1953: on the importance of mathematics in 
Platonism. — R. S. Brumbaugh, Plato’s Mathematical 
Imagination* (1954): a new analysis of the math- 
ematical passages, on the assumption that Pl. used 
diagrams in his teaching; (rev): A. B. Gibson, Rev. 
of Metaph. 9 (1955) 57-70. — F23I Heijboer 1955. 
— Z. Marcovic, “La théorie de Platon sur l|’'Un et 
la Dyade indéfinie et ses traces dans la mathématique 
grecque,” RHS 8 (1955) 289-297: chiefly on its 


later history. — A. Wedberg, Plato’s Philosophy of 
Mathematics (1955): a useful survey, from a con- 
servative viewpoint. 


J3. Cosmology: G. Junge, “Die Sphiren-Harmonie 
und die pythagoreisch-platonische Zahlenlehre,” C&M 
9 (1947) 183-194: a respectable doctrine, before 
it was perverted by PI.’s successors. — C. Mugler, 
“L'infini cosm -logique chez les Grecs et chez nous,” 
Lettres d’Humamnité 8 (1949) 43-66. — F. Solmsen, 
“Epicurus and Cosmological Heresies," AJPh 72 
(1951) 1-23: analysis of Pl. versus Epicurus in 
matters of cosmology, in Lucretius 5.235-416. — B. 
L. van der Waerden, “Die Astronomie der Pytha- 
goreer,” Verh. Nederl. Akad. Wet. Aft. Natuurk., 
1. Reeks, 20.1 (1951) 1-89: much about Pl. — 
B. L. van der Waerden, “Das Grosse Jahr und die 
ewige Wiederkehr,” Hermes 80 (1952) 129-155: 
the doctrine of planetary and terrestrial periods is 
of Babylonian origin. — P. Boyancé, “La religion 
astrale de Platon a Cicéron,” REG 65 (1952) 312- 
350: little indebted to Oriental influences. — F. 
Solmsen, “Epicurus on the Growth and Decline of 
the Cosmos,” AJPh 74 (1953) 34-51: compares the 
process of nutrition described in the Timaeus. — 
C. Mugler, Deux thémes de la cosmologie grecque: 
Devenir cyclique et pluralité des mondes (1953): 
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ch. 3 on PI. instructive, in spite of its deficiencies in 
scholarly method. — M. T. Cardini, “Su alcuni passi 
controversi di Platone e di Aristotele,” PP 40 (1955) 
20-40: on Timaeus 40B, 36C, 36D; Laws 822A-C. 


J4. Physics, Chemistry, Biology: F. Fiirlinger, 
Studien zum Aitherbegriff in der griechischen Liter- 
atur bis Platon, Diss. Innsbruck (1948): (m). — 
P. Friedlander, “Structure and Destruction of the 
Atom According to Plato’s Timaeus,” Univ, Calif. 
Publ. Philos. 16 (1949) 225-248: same as B2a 
Friedlander 1954 ch. 15. — F10I Mugler 1949. — 
F. Solmsen, “Tissues and the Soul,” PhR 59 (1950) 
435-468: the philosophical importance of the study 
of tissues in Empedocles, Anaxagoras, Pl.. and 
Aristotle. — C. E. M. Joad, “The World of Physics 
and Plato,” Hib] 49 (1950-1) 159-164: Pl. physics 
does not conflict with modern physics. — P. M. 
Schuhl, “Les premiéres étapes de la _philosophie 
biologique,” RHS 7 (1952) 197-221. — C. Mugler, 
“Sur quelques particularités de l’atomisme ancien,” 
RPh 27 (1953) 141-174: various ancient views, in- 
cluding Pl.’s, on the forms and sizes of atoms. 


J5. Medicine: J. Bidez and G. Leboucq, “Une 
anatomie antique du coeur humain: Philistion de 
Locres et le Timée de Platon,” REG 57 (1944) 


7-40: the Hippocratic peri kradiés, written by 


Philistion, influenced the Timaeus. — A. Dobrovici, 
“Les idées médicales de Platon,” Bull. Scientif. Rou- 
main (Paris) 1 (1952) 90-98. — L. S. King, “Plato's 
Concepts of Medicine,” JHM 9 (1954) 38-48: com- 
pared and contrasted with modern medicine, espe- 
cially in matters of ethics. 

(To be continued in No. 15) 


THOMAS G. ROSENMEYER 
UNIVERSITY OF WASHINGTON 


BOOKS RECEIVED 


BRINK, C. O. Latin Studies and the Humanities. Inaugural 
Lecture as Kennedy Professor of Latin in the University 
of Cambridge, Feb. 1, 1956. Cambridge and New 
York: Cambridge University Press, 1957. Pp. 27. $0.75. 

“Latin is both an old and a new subject, and as befits 
such a subject the old and the new elements in it are 
not stationary but changing and in motion.” 


COHN-HAFT, Louis. The Public Physicians of Ancient 
Greece. (“Smith College Studies in History,” Vol. 
XLII.) Northampton, Mass.: Smith College, Depart- 
ment of History, 1956. Pp. x, 91. $1.50. 


FRIEDRICH, JOHANNES. Extinct Languages. Translated by 
FRANK GAYNOR. New York: Philosophical Library, 
1957. Pp. x, 182. $5.00. 

F.'s Entzifferung verschollener Schriften und Sprachen 
(Berlin 1954; rev. JHS 75 [1955] 191 [Ventris] ). 
V.’s work is discussed in an Appendix (pp. 175-180) 
of the Eng. ed. 


paign by word-order method. 
before your eyes. 


in the developing sentence. 


gradual projection. 


permission of the publishers. 


N Oo W for the First Time you can read the Helvetian Cam- 


NEW filmscrip, moving one word at a time on your screen 
NOW jou can analyze each form as it appears in its proper place 


DOUBLE-FRAME HORIZONTAL projection for 
use with an ARGUS with filmstrip adapter or any machine permitting 


*Not suitable for machines which must project complete frame each change. 


Text of USING LATIN, BOOK TWO, Scott, Foresman & Co. by 


Product of RICHARD H. WALKER 


—Ten Dollars — 


TUTOR THAT NEVER TIRES, INC. 
Bronxville, New York 


